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This project, led by the Beacon Hill Clean Energy & Climate et 1. Community Liaising: Weekly Meetings and Site Visit on 2/8/25 1. Site visit
Resiliency Task Force, aims to boost community resilience and e Intended to understand the space and how it is used Conducted a site visit to document building
reduce climate impacts through partnerships across Beacon Hill. e Understanding community goals and presenting weekly progress to liaison layout, equipment, and usage patterns.

Insights informed load modeling and retrofit
recommendations

2. Analyze Meter Data & Model Alternative Energy Loads:
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fO I gra nt ertl ng. *National average Battery+linstallation cost is $455 per kWh. GET A QUOTE: new tariffs and Washington State specific factors are likely to raise the total battery cost significantly.
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